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1) Ellen Meiksins Wood, The Pristine Culture of Capitalism: A Historical Essay
on Old Regimes and Modern States(London: Verso, 1991), pp. 43-45 ; {43,
r16A47] vk o)FaAlme) xal~o Iy} Jid wlwedF: EnAs Aujs
(Thomas Smlth)ﬁ} ZF ®e(Jean Bodin)e] F712S FAlo® |, To]3A}8}; 53
%1(2016), 291-329%,

2) A wd, T=rlol] gk 6de] Ay |, AL H(el7, 2013), 354-358%:

3) Fritz Kern, Kingship and Law in the Middle Ages, S. B. Chrimes (trans.)(Oxford:
Blackwell, 1968); J. Franklin, “Jean Bodin and the End of Medieval Constitutionalism”;
Ralph E. Giesey, “Medieval Jurisprudence in Bodin’s Concept of Sovereignty”,
H. Denzer (ed.), Jean Bodin: Verhandlungen der internationalen Bodin Tagung
in Miinchen(Miinchen: Verlag C. H. Beck, 1973), pp. 151-186. A2 =]
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nationality”, in Jean Bodin: actes du colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers(Angers:
Presses I’Univ. d’Angers, 1985), pp. 155-156.

4) David Parker, Class and State in Ancien Régime France: The Road to Modernity?
(London: Routledge, 1986), pp. 49-56.

5) 2k 22,0007 ell Dahs ASel, AME, AuE, A 7w~o1 16404 3}
16611 Afe]ell ol ). Perez ZagorlnL v 7|7}l v =% 0] “1475
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Zolefa A48k v} o)t} Perez Zagorin, Rebels and Rulers, 1500-1600(Cambridge,
1982), p. 149.
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2] H=2]7} o} u}.” Thomas Hobbes, The Elements of Law, Natural and Politic,
Fernand Toénnies (ed.)(1889; reprint London: Frank Cass, 1969), 11.8.7, pp.
172-173.

7) J. H. M. Salmon, “The Legacy of Jean Bodin: Absolutism, Populism or
Constitutionalism?”, History of Political Thought, 17(1996), p.521.
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8) Robert C. Johnson, Mary Frear Keeler, Maija Jansson Cole, and William B.
Bidwell (eds.), Common Debates: 1628, 3(New Haven, 1977), pp. 494-495.
9) =& 155018 170013714 oJFW=olx EHE AHE F Google
Libraryoll 2% AES Ed] 2 sovereigntydh trole] k3 WS dvwg
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10) Henry Parker, Observation upon some of his Majesties late Answers and Expresses
(London, 1642); Magaret Atwood Judson, The Crisis of the Constitution: An
Essay in Constitutional and Political Thought in England, 1603-1645(New Brunswick:
Rutgers University Press, 1949), pp. 425-426, 435; Michael Mendle, “Parliamentary
Sovereignty: A Very English Absolutism”, Nicholas Phillipson and Quentin Skinner
(eds.), Political Discourse in Early Modern Britain(Cambridge: Cambridge Univ.
Press, 1994), pp. 116-118.
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11) Nigel Smith, Literature and Revolution in England, 1640-1660(New Haven and
London: Yale University Press, 1994), p. 179.

12) Glenn Burgess, “Bodin in the English Revolution”, Howell A. Lloyd (ed.), The
Reception of Bodin(Leiden: Brill, 2013), pp. 387-407.

13) Conal Condren, The Status and Appraisal of Classic Texts: An Essay on Political
Theory, Its Inheritance, and the History of ldeas(Princeton: Princeton Univ.
Press, 1985), pp. 191-194, 255-285.
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14) Edward Leigh, A Treatise of Religion & Learning and of Religious and Learned
Men, Consisting of Six Books, The Two First Treating of Religion & Learning,
The Four Last of Religious or Learned Men in an Alphabetical Order(London:
Charles Adams, 1656), p. 139.

15) “Meaning and Understanding in the History of Ideas”, James Tully (ed.),
Meaning and Context: Quentin Skinner and His Critics(Cambridge: Cambridge
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Univ. Press, 1988), pp. 45-47; revised version in Skinner, Visions of Politics, 3
vols.(Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2002), vol. 1, pp. 74-76; Quentin Skinner,
“The Limits of Historical Explanation”, Philosophy, 41(1966), pp. 199-215.

16) James Daly, Sir Robert Filmer and English Political Thought(Toronto: University
of Toronto Press, 1979), p. 22. =&t Au]5o] A}Ake] of gkof| sl 4]+ Cesare
Cuttica, “Anti-Jesuit Patriotic Absolutism: Robert Filmer and French Ideas
(1580-1630)”, Renaissance Studies, 25(2011), pp. 559-579.

17) o] PR, 0] &2k 2 1680K 0127, AlA| 382 162013t o]l
AlzbElo] A ik o)A el <A = 9lt}. Robert Filmer, Patriacha and Other
Writings, J. P. Sommerville (ed.)(Cambridge Univ. Press, 1991), pp. 172-183.
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18) Charles Dallison, The Royalist’s Defence Vindicating the King’s Proceeding in
the Late Warre Made Against Him(London: s.n., 1648), p. 65.

19) Richard Baxter, The Second Part of the Nonconformists Plea for Peace(London:
John Hancock, 1680), Preface, sig. Advo-b2. W ~E= Ew A Aol ojgh B
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20) Thomas Fuller, Truth Maintained, or, Positions Delivered in a Sermon at the
Savoy Since Traduced for dangerous, Now Asserted for Sound and Safe(London:
s.n., 1643), “To the unpartiall Reader”, sig. C2vo.

21) Marchamont Nedham, The Case of the Commonwealth of England, Stated, Philip
A. Knachel (ed.)(Charlottesville VA: Folger Shakespeare Library/Univ. Press of
Virginia, 1969), pp. ii, 32, 85, 101, 107; William Penn, Considerations Moving
to a Toleration and Liberty of Conscience with Arguments Inducing to a
Cessation of the Penal Statutes Against All Dissenters Whatever, Upon the
Account of Religion(London: R. Hayhurst, 1685), p. 10.
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25) Philip Hunton, A Treatise of Monarchy containing Two Parts. I. Concerning
Monarchy in General, Il. Concerning This Particular Monarchy(London, 1643),
pp. 69, 73.

26) Richard Ollard, This War without an Enemy: A History of the English Civil
War(London, 1976), p. 85.
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27) Hugh Trevor-Roper, Catholics, Anglicans and Puritans: Seventeenth Century
Essays(London: Secker & Warburg, 1987), chap. 4; Perez Zagorin, “Clarendon
and Hobbes”, Journal of Modern History, 57(1985), pp. 593-616; Sarah Mortimer,
“Great Tew Circle (act. 1633-1639)”, Oxford Dictionnary of National Biography
[http://www.oxforddnb.com/view/theme/69884]

28) John Spelman, The Case of Our Affaires, in Law, Religion and Other Circumstances
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(Résumé)

Jean Bodin et la notion de souveraineté dans la Révolution
anglaise: la réception et assimilation du concept de la
souveraineté de Jean Bodin

Seunghwi LIM

L’absence du concept de la souveraineté dans le discours politique d’Angleterre
a mis au grand jour le modele distinctif de formation de I’Etat. Quand Jean
Bodin a formulé le concept ‘moderne’ de souveraineté, le Commonwealth
d’Angleterre, considéré le premier I’Etat moderne, ne montrait aucun effort de
la conceptualisation de cette notion. Introduit & la fin du XVI° siécle, la
‘souveraineté’ de Jean Bodin a été activement utilisée par les auteurs royalistes
et parlementaires. Mais les concepts de ‘King in Parliament’ et Common Law
ont constitué un unique contexte politique dans lequel la souveraineté de Bodin
ne pouvait étre appliquée en tant que tel. Il est certain que le discours politique
du milieux du XVII° siécle a été influencé par le dymisme révolutionnaire et
la théorie de Bodin. Mais ce concept n’a pas montré ‘un pas en avant’, attendu
dans le Commonwealth ‘moderne’ d’Angleterre.

{Abstract)

A Comparative Study of Jean Bodin and the Sovereignty in the
English Revolution: Reception and Assimilation of Jean Bodin’s
Sovereignty

Seunghwi LIM

The absence of a clear conception of sovereignty in English political discourse
reveal its distinctive pattern of state-formation. England is acknowledged to be
the first modern state. However, England’s ‘common wealth’ failed to provide
a clear definition of modern sovereignty. Although English political writers
began to incorporate Jean Bodin’s concept of modern sovereignty into their
doctrine, England’s unique political landscape prevented the foreign idea from
penetrating too deep into English people’s mind. The ‘King of Parliament’ had
its political system based on common law and superior parliament, which directly
conflicted with Bodin’s appraisal of sovereignty. By mid 17th century England’s
political landscape was being transformed by revolution, and Bodin’s concept
of modern sovereignty certainly played a role in shaping England’s restructured
political landscape.



